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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 6-17 are objected to as mixing many method steps into an apparatus 
claim. This is discussed in the argument section. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Dunphy et al. 

Dunphy et al teaches an electronic commercial transaction supporting system 
and method comprising the steps of: extracting correspondence/predetermined 
equivalence relations (numerical laws) between attributes of a plurality of subjects (see 
col. 6, lines 8-25), wherein the relations are determined by respective viewpoints or 
subspaces (see col. 3, lines 5-21); recording extracted correspondence relations to a 
cellular space (see col. 3, for example, lines 22-30)., and presenting the relations at a 
stage of an electronic commercial transaction (see, for example, col. 1 , lines 15-23). 
The extracting, storing, and presenting are repeated cyclically in such a way as to effect 
feedback (see col. 6, lines 54-65). Breaking the parts down into a characteristic 
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database is the equivalent to employing cellular decomposition (nonempty equivalence 
characteristics or classes). 

Dunphy et al do not teach a plurality of shops connected to a network. Dunphy 
instead teaches a plurality of manufacturers (see col . 1 , lines 14-32). However, it is 
common in the art for manufacturers to also function as shops. It would have been 
obvious to employ manufacturers that also function as shops with the invention of 
Dunphy et al to allow for direct sales to increase profits. 

Dunphy et al further teach a business information management system (101) 
comprising a first functional block which transversely refers to respective data tables of 
the plurality of manufacturers (see col. 3, lines 5-21)', a second functional block which 
detects a desired correspondence relation (see col. 3, for example, lines 22-30)*, and a 
third functional block (correspondence presenting unit) which presents the detected 
desired correspondence at a stage of an electronic commercial transaction (see col. 1, 
for example, Fig. 8). Dunphy et al. further teach the functional block that detects an 
inconsistent correspondence relation (see col. 10, lines 30-39). 

Claims 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dunphy 
et al in view of Spiegel et al. 

Dunphy et al teach all of the limitations detailed in paragraph 4 of this Office 
Action. Dunphy et al do not teach the step of accumulating extracted correspondence 
relations in a data table based on actual examples of an electronic commercial 
transaction. Spiegel et al teach a method of extracting attributes and accumulating them 
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in a data table based on actual examples of an electronic commercial transaction (see, 
for example, Fig. 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the 
time the invention was made to employ the teachings of Spiegel et al with the invention 
of Dunphy et al to accumulate attributes in a data table based on actual examples of an 
electronic commercial transactions to create a data table that meets consumer needs. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/16/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant asserts that the limitation "wherein the correspondence presenting unit 
reads out and presents ..." is not shown. Applicant has chosen to claim an apparatus 
claim and this limitation is a method step and does not further limit the apparatus being 
claimed. There are many examples of this in applicant's independent claim. The 
examiner recommends applicant review MPEP 2106 for guidance on how to claim a 
computer apparatus. One possible change could be something like the correspondence 
presenting unit configured to read and present ..." 

Pages 8-13 discuss the "long-felt, but unsolved need" for the invention. These 
have been considered, but do not overcome the current rejection. 



Conclusion 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Cuff whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6778. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




